Most natural domains can be represented in multiple ways: we can categorize foods in terms of their nutritional content or social role, animals in terms of their taxonomic groupings or their ecological niches, and musical instruments in terms of their taxonomic categories or social uses. Previous approaches to modeling human categorization have largely ignored the problem of cross-categorization, focusing on learning just a single system of categories that explains all of the features. Cross-categorization presents a difficult problem: how can we infer categories without first knowing which features the categories are meant to explain? We present a novel model that suggests that human cross-categorization is a result of joint inference about multiple systems of categories and the features that they explain. We also formalize two commonly proposed alternative explanations for cross-categorization behavior: a features-first and an objects-first approach. The features-first approach suggests that cross-categorization is a consequence of attentional processes, where features are selected by an attentional mechanism first and categories are derived second. The objects-first approach suggests that cross-categorization is a consequence of repeated, sequential attempts to explain features, where categories are derived first, then features that are poorly explained are recategorized. We present two sets of simulations and experiments testing the models' predictions about human categorization. We find that an approach based on joint inference provides the best fit to human categorization behavior, and we suggest that a full account of human category learning will need to incorporate something akin to these capabilities.
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Introduction
People explain different aspects of everyday objects in different ways. For example, steak is high in iron because it is a meat; however, it is often served with wine because it is a dinner food. The different ways of thinking about steak underscore different ways of thinking about the domain of foods: as a system of taxonomic categories including meats and vegetables, or as a system of situational categories including breakfast foods and dinner foods. If you were to plan meals for a family trip you would draw upon both of these systems of categories, consulting the taxonomy to ensure that meals were nutritionally balanced and consulting the situational system to ensure that there were foods that were appropriate for the different times of the day (Ross & Murphy, 1999) . In nearly every domain, objects have different kinds of properties, and more than one system of categories is needed to explain the different relationships among objects in the domain.
Several lines of behavioral research have shown how the ability to think about objects in multiple cross-cutting ways is critical to flexibility in inductive reasoning, planning, and problem solving. Heit and Rubinstein (1994) showed that when reasoning about anatomical properties
